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BROILER    PRODUCTION   AS  A   PERCENT 

OF  COMBINED   BROILER  AND   FARM 

CHICKEN    PRODUCTION,  1950 


U.  S.  AVERAGE   51.5   PERCENT 


EXCLUDING    NONFARM    CHICKENS 
U. S.  DEPARTM  ENT    OF    AGRICULTURE  NEG.    48207-X  BUREAU    OF    AGRICULTURAL    ECONOMICS 


In    1950,    the    number    of    broilers     produced  backyard    flocks    are    not    included   in    the    chart 

was  slightly  greater  than  the  numbei  of  chickens  above.    Chickens  from  this  source  usually  make 

from    farm   production.     On  a   weight  basis,  how-  up  10  percent  of  farm  chicken  production. 

ever,    the    proportion    of    broilers    to   farm    chick-  Details  regarding  this  are   shown   in   table   4 

ens     is   somewhat   smaller.      Chickens    raised  in  on  page  8. 
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The  poultry  and  agg  altustlon  at  a  glanca 


ATar«ga 

I9I1O-I19 


1950 


1951 


Araraga 

191iO-l>9 


1950 


1951 


currant  Bltuatlcc 


_Eas!_ 


rara  produotloo  Mil.  loz. 

Avaraga  aunhar  of  lajara  oo  fams  . . . :  NlllloaB 

Rate  of  1a7  per  ban  Igge 

Apparent  clTlllan  per  capita 
dlBappearance  :   Igge 

yroten  egg  production  :  Mil.  lt>. 

Dried  egg  produotloo  :  Mil.  11). 

Price  racalTed  by  faivera  :Ct.per  dos. 

Price  received  bj  farmara  as  a 
percentage  of  parity  ,:  Percent 

Retail  price  (BAZ)  Ct.par  dot. 

Egg-feed  price  ratio  :  Lb.  feed 

Stocks :  ; 

Sbell  ;Thous  .eaaea 

Prozen  Mil. lb. 

Dried  Mil. lb. 

Cblcka  hatched  by  coBmarclal 
hatcheries  :  Millions 

ChlclES  and  young  chiclcans  oa   faras  ..;  Millions 

Fam  price  of  poultry  ratlco .:Dol.par  evt 


Price  recelTad  by  faraera  for 
chickens ,  llTa  


:Ct.  per  lb. 


Price  recelTed  by  faners  as  a  : 

perc«ctage  of  parity   :     Percent 

Retail  price  of  chlckeos.  ; 

dressed   (BAE)    :Ct.   par  lb. 

Price  received  by  faraers  for 
turkeys,   live   :Ct.  per  lb. 

Stocke ;  ; 

Poultry,  excluding  turkeys  Mil. lb. 

Turkeys  i  Mll.lb. 


1*7 
(fcy 
May 

fby 
May 

juns 

June 
May 

June 

June  1 
June  1 
June  1 

May 

June  1 
June 


June 
Jime 
May 
June 

Jma  1 
June  1 


Chicken-feed  price  ratio   :     Lb.  feed   i  June 


Turkey-feed  price  ratio   Lb.  feed 

Average  weekly  receipts  of  poultry 
at  Central  Western  Prlaary  : 

Markets,  per  plant    :  Thous.  lb. 


Average  veekly  placeaent  of  chicks 
in  7  broiler  areas   :  Millions 


May 

May 


"197.2 

338.5 
17.6 

30.9 
77.0 

32.7 

88 
1.3.6 
U.2 

6,052 
210.3 

2l>3.3 
570.0 
2.97 


516.8  313.0  ::  June 
3't2.5  336.2  :!  June 
18.1         18.3    ::  June 


33.5 
58.0 
19.1 
30.1 

67 

Ul>.8 

8.3 

3,412 
179.7 
80.2 

2111.6 

509.1 

3.61 


311.5  :■■  June 

7'i.8  ::  June 

3.2  ::  June 

I1I1.7  ::  July 

9lt  ::  July 

61«.5  : :  June 

11.3  ::  July 


493.0 

319.2 
15. k 

28.5 
55.1 

35.1 

95 

".5.3 
11.8 


l'35.3  ''39.2 

323.4.  319.3 

16.2  16.5 

31.2  32.6 
29.4  39.7 
17.1  2.7 

34.3  46.6 


23.5 

115 

42.8 

27.0 

66.1 
42.3 

8.1 
9.1 

10.7 


2,083   ::  Julj  1    7,025 

l6a.7   ::  July  1     247.6 

51.4  ::  July  1       — 

276.5  ::  June        U4.9 

549.3   ::  JvOy  1     582.3 
3.95::  July  3.03 

U- 


Poultry 


22.1 

76 

52.6 

28.8 

59.5 

77.1 

6.1 

8.0 

16.8 
7.0 


27.3  :; 
87  ':': 

56.8  ':': 

35.8  ':': 

77.4  ':': 

47.9  :: 
6.9  •': 
9.1  ii 

26.5  V: 
9.9  :: 


July  24.1 

July  U7 

June  «2.0 

July  27.7 

July  1       64.9 

July  1       37.1 

July  8.2 

July  9.2 

June  17.0 

June  -— 


69 

46.4 

9.2 

3,667 

188.5 

93.0 

104.7 
494.5 
3.70 


DeeraaslBg  seasciuilly 
but  curractly  a^ead 
of  last  year 


91 
65.5 
U.8 

2,425 

190.1 

45.9 

143.9 
533.8 
3.95 


(At  or  near  eaaaon 
(  paak 


Output  balance  of  year  vill 
be  aostly  for  broilers. 

Indicates  inoreasa  In  Jan.l 
1952  laying  floek 


23.4  37.0 
80  86 

52.7  54.6 

30.5  35.3 

58.2  72.7 

64.1  39.5 

6.3  6.8 

8.2  8.9 

24.5  30.2 

7.3  9.7 


(Affected  by  high  level  of 
(  broiler  aarketinge  and 
(   aaascoally-increaslng  lar- 
(  ketlhg  of  fara  ohickeas 


Rising  seasonally 
High 
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T  H  E     P  0  U  L  T  R  Y     AND     EGG    SITUATION 

Approved  by  the  Outlook  and  Situation  Board,  July  31,  1951 

SUMMARY 

Although  egg  production  is  declining  seasonally,  output  is  running 
higher  than  a  year  earlier.  A  three  percent  gain  over  a  year  ago  in  the 
July  1  rate  of  lay  per  bird  more  than  made  up  for  the  slightly  smaller 
number  of  layers  on  farms. 

Despite  larger  supplies,  strong  demand  is  holding  egg  prices  above 
a  year  earlier,  when  they  were  at  the  lowest  summer-time  levels  since 
the  war  ended.  The  outlook  is  for  further  seasonal  increases. 

The  main  hatching  season  for  farm  laying  flock  replacement  is  com- 
pleted. The  mmiber  of  yoi:ing  chickens  raised  on  farms  is  estimated  at 
702,676  thousand  —  an  increase  of  5  percent  over  the  number  raised  in 
1950,  but  10  percent  less  than  the  1940-49  average.  The  laying  flock 
replacement  hatch  occurred  relatively  late  this  year.  Therefore,  it  is 
likely  that  eggs  produced  by  pullets  will  not  be  marketed  in  ]a  rge  volume 
\mtil  fairly  late  in  the  fall. 

Egg  Production  Declines  Seasonally ; 
Prices  Move  Irregularly  Upward 

Egg  production  on  farms  is  declining  seasonally  toward  the  annual 
low-point  which,  for  the  U.  S,  occurred  in  September  last  year.  Reflect- 
ing this  trend  in  supplies,  the  general  tendency  in  egg  prices  has  been 
upward,  although  the  day-to-day  price  movements  have  not  been  uniformly  so. 

Although  moving  downward  seasonallj'^,  current  egg  production  is  higher 
than  a  year  ago.  On  Jvily  1,  the  national  laying  flock  was  1  percent  smaller 
than  a  year  ago  but  laid  at  a  rate  3  percent  higher  than  a  year  earlier. 
Consequently  production  was  2  percent  higher. 

Production,  in  the  coming  mohths,  is  likely  to  increase  further  com- 
pared with  a  year  ago.  The  large  number  of  pullets  being  raised  this  year 
will  eventually  raise  the  number  of  layers  higher  than  a  year  ago.  On 
January  1  there  may  be  3  percent  more  layers  than  at  the  beginning  of  this 
year.  In  addition,  the  rate  of  ,lay.  is  likely  to  continue  to  increase. 
The  gain  over  a  year  earlier  is  likely  to  be  greatest  in  November  and 
December,  when  the  rates  last  year  were  held  below  the  trend  by  unugual 
weather. 

The  increase  in  production  through  the  remainder  of  1951  will  pijobably 
offset  the  reduction  from  last  year  in  the  quantity  of  shell  eggs  placed 
in  cold  storage.  July  1,  I95I, holdings  of  shell  eggs  were  2.4  million  cases 
against  3*7  million  a  year  earlier. 
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July  1  stocks  of  frozen  eggs, 190. 6  million  pounds,  were  1.1  percent 
greater  than  the  1950  peak  holdings .  Produc-tion' of  frozen  eggs  during 
June  amounted  to  39.7  million  pounds  against  29.^  million  pounds  in  the 
like  period  of  1950.  Production  and  stocks  during  the  next  few  months  are 
expected  to  remain  higlier  than  during  1950. 

Stocks  of  frozen  eggs  at  35  markets  as  of  July  28  increased  3.5  mil- 
lion pounds  over  the  July  1  holdinr;s,  while  those  of  shell  showed  a  decrease 
of  83  thousand  cases.  Indications  are  that  the  peak  holdings  were  reached 
during  this  period,  and  net  movement  for  the  rest  of  the  year  will  he  out- 
ward. 

The  relatively  late  hatch  this  year  suggests  that  large  scale  market- 
ing of  eggs  laid  by  1951  pullets  and  the  seasonal  price  decline  may  not  occur 
uirtil  relatively  late  in  the  year.   In  the  last  5  years,  the  seasonal  peak 
in  farm  egg  prices  has  occurred  once  each  in  uSeptemter,  October,  ejid  Novem- 
ber, and  twice  in  December.  One  of  the  December  peaks  was  in  1950,  when 
unusual  weather  depressed  production  and  delayed  the  arrival  of  suppliss  to 
market . 

Chicken  Supplies  Increasing  .  ■     . 

Seasonally;  July  Prices  Lower  .... 

Average  chicken  prices  declined  sliglitly  from  mid-June  to  mid-July  as 
marketings  increased.  Broilers  and  hens  decj ined  about  equally  in  price. 

Chicken  meat  supplies  have  been  increasing  and  will  probably  increase 
further  in  the  next  few  months.  Marketings  cf  farm  chickens  are  normally 
high  during  July,  August,  September,  and  October,  wi.th  .the  peak  coming  in 
either  September  or  October.  Heavy  marketin^-^s  of  broilers  will  continue  as 
the  record  large  numbers  of  broiler  chicks  placed  since  the  first  of  May 
reach  marketing  age. 

Downward  price  pressure  from  these  supplies  will  be  partly  offset  by 
continued  high  red-meat  prices  and  general  hlgh-ltivel  demand. 

Hatchery  Output  High 

A  continuing  high  volume  of  hatchery  output  has  provided  large  numbers 
of  chicks  for  laying  flock  replacement  as  well  as  for  broiler  production. 
The  large  hatch  -of  chicks  ifor  egg  production  is  over  for  this  year,  but 
broiler  placement  continues  at  a  high  rate. 

The  numbei*  of  young  chicKens  raised  on  fai-me  in  I95I  Is  estimated  at 
702,676,000.-5  percent  more  than  were  raised  in  1S}50,  but  10  percent  less 
than  the  19*^0-49  average.  All  regions  showed  increases  over  I95O.  The 
gains  were  greatest  in  the  North  Atlantic  and  Viestem  States,  while  the  In- 
creases in  the  remaining  regions  did  not  exceed  4  percent.  These  regions 
Include  States  where  egg  surplus  problems  have  been  chronic , 

The  general  increase  in  young  chickens  reflects,  In  part,  the  favor- 
able egg-feed  price  ratios  that  existed  dur-^ng  the  main  hatching  season. 
The  large  Increase  in  the  North  Atlantic  States  may  also  have  been  stimula- 
ted by  the  strong  demand  for  hatching  eggs  in  that  region.  Most  of  the  In- 
crease for  the  United  States  as  a  v/hole  came  fairly  late  In  the  season. 
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Table  1.-  Chickens  raised  on  farms  in  1951j  with  comparisons 


Period 


)-year  average 

9iiO-l+9  I 

?49  

?50 

3rcent  1951  is 

Df  1950  

7 


North  : 
Atlantic: 


E.  N.  : 
Central: 


_Region_ 


Thous . 

100,314 
107,920 
100,132 
113,659 

114 


Thous.   Thous 


W,  N,   :  South  :  South  : Western 

Central  ;  Atlantic ;  Central : 

Thous .  Thous . 


148,237 
141,443 
130,059 
130,842 

101 


220,805 
194,948 
175,112 
181,518 

104 


Thous. 


84.851  161,193 

75,932  153,372 

68,256  132,291 

70,308  133,588 


United 
States? 

"Thous. 


68,450  784,350 
70,126  743,741 
64,425  670,275 
72,761  702,676 


103 


101 


113 


105 


Data  for  1951  are  preliminary. 


Egg  Imports  so  far  in  195] 

Differ  from  1950;  Less  from  China, 
More  from  the  Netherlands 

So  far  in  1951,  the  pattern  of  imports  of  eggs  and  egg  products  into 
the  United  States  has  been  markedly  different  from  the  preceding  year.  To 
date  in  1951,  movement  of  dried  egg  products,  principally  yo3k,  has  been 
light  in  contrast  to  the  large  imports  of  the  same  period  of  1950.  In 
the  second  quarter  of  1951  iruports  of  shell  eggs  from  the  Netherlands  were 
substantial,  exceeding  imports  from  Canada,  usually  our  most  important  tor- 
eign  source  of  that  commodity. 

The  changes  in  the  foreign  trade  pattern  are  of  considerable  signifi- 
cance to  sectors  of  the  food  industry  producing  or  using  these  egg  products. 
However,  the  shell  equivalent  of  the  U.  S*  egg  imports  are  but  a  small  per- 
centage of  the  total  national  supply.  In  1950,  for  example,  the  total  imports 
were  equivalent  (shell  basis)  to  O.4  percent  of  the  U.  S.  production  of  eggs^ 
and  in  the  first  quarter  of  1951  the  equivaj.ent  percentage  was  0.2. 

The  virtual  end  to  dried  egg  imports  from  China  followed  a  "freeze" 
in  December  1950  of  Red  Chinese  dollar  balances  in  the  United  States,  and 
an  embargo  upon  exports  to  the  U.  S.  procleiit'ed  by  the  Peiping  government 
shortly  thereafter.  The  available  foreign  trade  data  indicate  that  the 
two  actions  have  been  effective  in  curbing  the  trade  in  dried  egg. 

Shell  egg  imports  from  Canada  during  the  first  5  months  of  1951  totaled 
2,907  thousand  dozen.  Of  this  amount  only  I5  percent  were  imported  in 
March  -  May.  This  marked  slackening  from  the  January  -  February  rate  re- 
sulted from  a  changed  price  differential  existing  betv/een  United  States 
and  Canadian  markets.  The  U.  S,  -  Canadian  egg  trade  is  very  sensitive  to 
the  relative  prices  in  the  2  countries,  since  important  terminal  markets 
in  the  U.  S.  and  Canada  are  within  a  day's  truck  haul  to  each  other.  The 
U.  S.  tariff  on  chicken  eggs  from  Canada  (as  well  as  from  most  other 
countries)  in  the  shell,  is  3j  cents  per  dozen. 

During  April  and  May,  the  Netherlands  landed  431  thousand  dozen  eggs 
in  the  United  States,  2.5  times  as  many  as  were  received  from  Canada, 
normally  oui'  largest  supplier  of  shell  eggs.  Trade  sources  suggest  that 
the  continuation  of  this  trade  from  the  Netherlands  wi.ll  be  sensitive  to 
the  relative  net  returns  which  are  possible  in  Holland  from  exports  to 
(a)  Germany,  (b)  United  States,  and  |c)thQ  .j^^ibeen  a?ea  and  South  Merioa. 


JULY-AUGUST  1951 


Table  2.-  Ixports  of  egg  eind  egg  products,  by  country  of  origin,  arerage  1937-39, 
19ltO-J»l,  19U2-!»5,  annual     19U6-5O,  irlth  coiiparlBons 


Item 


Itolt 


ATeraf^e 


1937- 
39 


I9U0- 
IH 


^9'^2- 
»»5 


19'»6 


19U7 


19U8 


I9U9 


1950 


1950 
1/ 


1951 
1/ 


Shell  eggs 

Chlc)cen    

Canada    , 

Dominican  Republic 

Argentina  

China   

Hong  Eong  

Netherlands   

Other  

Total  


:1,000  doz, 

:  do. 

:  do. 

:  do. 

:  do. 

:  do. 

:  do. 

:  do. 

:  do. 

:  do. 


Other  than  chicken  :1,000  doi, 

China  :   do . 

Hong  Eong :   do . 

Other  :   do . 

Total  :   do . 


Dried  whole  egg 

China  

Hong  Kong  . . . . 

Other  

Total  


: 1,000  lb. 
. :   do. 
.:   dfl. 
, :   do. 
. :   do. 


Dried  egg  yolk 

CanadA 

China  

Argentina  . . , 

Other  

Total  


1,000  lb. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 


Dried  egg  albumen 

Canada  

China  

Other  

Total  


:1,000  lb. 
, :   do. 
. :   do. 
, :   do. 
. :   do. 


Eggs,  frozen  or 
otherwise  prepared 
or  presorved 
Mlxsd  whole  egg 

Canada   

China   

Other  

Total   


:1,000  lb. 

:  do. 
. :  do. 
. :  do. 
, :  do. 
, :       do. 


Egg  yoUr 

Canada    , 

China   . . 

Other   .. 

Total 


: 1,000  lb. 
:       do. 
:       do. 
:       do. 
:       do. 


Ea:g  albxanen  : 

Total   :       do , 


5  3  376      '*78      527       ^'^^.  3,250 

10  115  257      152        2l»            2/  102 

—  ^,337    252      2/ 

nh  10  —          1          1              2  6 

129  1 2/ 


5,162 

18 


2,l«t3    2,907 

18  2 

30 

2  1 

569 


108 

37 

„  ? 

^ 

7 

1 

1 

3 

— 

2 

3& 

Ll23 

arf 

*^ 

W 

l.W^ 

3.359 

5.105 

fe.l^ 

3.511 

3/ 

HO 

2/ 

kl 

112 

190 

222 

239 

92 

k8 

3/ 

6k 

6 

11* 

13 

13 

12 

k 

52 

3/ 

1 

H 

?/ 

2/ 

1 

2/ 

8 

— - 

HO 

2/ 

175 

2/ 

'It 

12^ 

204 

2^5 

255 

9^ 

21^0 

,88 

iiS 

s 

V 

28 

93 

1U7 

1^ 

y 

196 

... 

... 

«>- 

... 

... 

... 

^/ 

5 

1 

1 

\ 

}. 

1 

V 

... 

... 

289 

U3 

? 

1 

1 

2? 

92 

ll»7 

1» 

1 

2,lU7 
2 


—       6k 
2,29k     1^2 

8 


2,11>9    2.302    206 


205  1,767 


26    _Uk 
1.8U 


125 
7,208 

15 
1' 


100 

l.lkk 

5 


231 


7.367     1.8U9    ~~23 


y 


12 


2 


1» 
2 


2 


1*5 
3 


25 

1 


V 


y 


y 


192 


1/'  January -May. 

2/  Less  than  5CO  doien. 

3/  Not  shown  separately  prior  to  19*10; 

kj   Less  than  5OO  pounds. 


Included  in  statlstloa  for  chicken  eggs. 


note:  Totals  may  not  agree  with  sum  of  indlTldual  itms  due  to  rounding. 


1 
22 

y. 


y 

1,350 

1* 

UO 

331   38 
1   k/ 

6 

_y 

65 

52 
2 

^3 

y 
192 

V 

"8 

k6 

IrS?"* 

332   78 

6 

65 

51* 

i*i 

192 

3 

il 

8 

V 

12 

2 

6 

2 

1*3 

25 

— 

... 

10 

28^ 

H»9 

659 

6 

— 

y 

y 

y 

7 

11.5 

s 

6 

— 

._- 

— 

--- 

— - 

-T- 

— 

}. 

^ 

6 

10 

V 

V 

k/ 

283 

1^6 

12*5 

V 
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Index  NumherG  of  Seasonal  Variation  of  Enf,  Prices 


Index  numbers  of  seasonal  variation  of  farm  egg  prices  for  the  months 
July  1951  through  June  1952  have  been  computed  by  the  Bureau  of  Agricul- 
tural Economics.  This  jndex  is  used  for  making  the  seasonal  adjustment 
vhich  is  a  step  in  converting  monthly  farm  egg  tirices  to  a  percentage 
of  parity. 

Compared  with  the  monthly  index  numbers  for  I95O-5I,  the  changes  are 
minor  and  do  not  exceed  two  points  for  any  month.  The  changes  are  such 
as  to  tend  to  lower  seasonally-adjusted  prices  for  the  months  of  Septernber, 
November,  and  December,  and  to  increase  them  In  January  and  February. 
The  peak  month  for  seasonally-adjusted  egg  prices  is  again  October.  The 
changes  in  the  index  are  shown  In  table  3  • 

The  seasonal  adjustment  factors  used  in  the  adjustment  for  seasonal 
variation  are  not  necessarily  those  that  may  be  deteimined  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  for  use  in  connection  with  lef^n.!   mjnTmum  price  ceilings  as 
provided  in  Section  if02(d)  (3)  of  the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended . 


A  dozen  medium  eggs  (about  l.k-   pounds)  are  apprc.>xlmately  equivalent 
in  protein  value  to  1  pound  of  beef  and  in  fat  value  to  0.?  pound  of  butter 
or  margarine.  On  an  equal-weight  basis,  eggs  are  equivalant  to  beef  as 
a  source  of  thiamine  (vitamin  Bi)  and  iron,  and  are  twice  as  good  a  source 
of  riboflavin  (vitamin  Bp) •  They  are  about  one-third  as  good  a  source  of 
vitamin  A  as  butter.  Beef  contains  no  vitamin  A;  eggs  contain  no  vitamin  C. 
In  nutritional  value,  the  egg  is  second  only  to  milk. --Hans  Lineweaver\  and 
Robert  E.  B'eeney,  Western  Eegional  Reseirch  Laboratory,  as  cited  In  Crops 
in  Peace  and  War,  the  195^-51  Yearbook  of  Agriculture,  page  676. 


Table  3-  Index  nvimbers  of  seasonal  variation  of  egg  prices,  19^4-5-5?  1/ 
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